THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
O TEXAS

AUusTIN, TEXAS

June 18, 1939

Hom. L. L. Roberts
Comty Auditor

Kuts Coum
Btinnett, Toxas
Dear 8iwg

Opi.nion Xo. 0-D17

Re; Can sowmty soumty offisials
foes im juven cases?

Yowr requsst for opintion wpoun the above
stated stion bas boen received by this department.,

“IStger you stats that Hutehinson
lation of fourteen thousand '
‘Wight and ecmpscsates its orfi-
)}

S/

s find any statute vhisch would
Yy & fee oFr any scapensation

that the officer emﬁu
school stall be

oh was gonvicted the ant

officer and shild, and five d&f

Article 1052, Code §f Criminal
vidns in part as follows:

"Faree dollarve shxll be paid by
cmtrhtuomwjdﬁ:;rm
sourt at lav, sud two do and
shall be paid by the eom to the jus of
the peesae for esch criminal scetion tried

1y éispossd of by himeees”




Hoa. L. L. Roberts, e 1“0 19391 "‘. 2

The cases of XX Farte NeDowell, 172 ¥ 213,
and Miller vs, State, 200 SW 309, hold that proseed
agaiast jJuvenile delingqusats are eriminmel in their

mture aod are not sivil proceedings. Thus Artisle 1052,
m«r@mrm. swera, vould be applisable.

inloa Ko, O of tuis hm is oot
uconnh?uthtu o tu opinion as the saxe
quwstions were not presen

Therefore, m‘m respee advised that

it is thw opinien or at that the sown

sannct pay county attorne uﬂ mtr slsriks foes
wrenils cases, You are * respectixlly advised

t it is ©w fon of this departmeant that the coun
in which tde ¢ mcmm:mumtemom?

ur cmqint to any state sabool tiw
.rpuu of suwsh offiser ehild and
ﬂvo doliars iticoal. You are fwrther respectfully

sdvised that it is thw opinion of thls t that
tbccmtyhvhuhmhcmumm should pay
to the qown of the couaty the taree dollar fee
provided in 1052, Code of Criminsl Procedwre of
Texas.
Truating that this answers your inguiry, we
are '
Very tmuly yours
ATTORNEY QENERAL OF TRIAS
/8/ W, 3, Peoniug
/g Fanning
Assistant
Wriav; it
APPROVED ¢
APPROVED OPINION
/s/ Gerald ¢. Maon QOMMIZTIER

ATIORNEY GXEERAL OF TEXAS W_m__



